WHO   LEADS   LABOUR?
besides himself and his orthodox colleagues, has tried
to contain as some of its brightest luminaries Snowden,
MacDonald, J. H. Thomas, Cripps and Lansbury.
And how much more improbable would be the faintest
note of harmony in the heterogeneous choir that would
glorify the "Left Centre."
He is a generous opponent where he feels that
generosity is honest, He will not hesitate privately
and publicly to pay tributes to the intelligence and
integrity of others, but never pays compliments where
they are not due, That is a rare quality among
politicians. One of the complaints which his more
restive followers have uttered is that his leadership
has not been sufficiently " energetic," by which they
are presumed to mean "not violent enough." Only
rarely does he respond by unfairness, into which he
may well be thrust, half by accident, from behind.
Once he allowed himself, in the heat generated
beside and behind him, to make in a single sentence a
disastrous mistake. Hoare had, just after the 1935
election, resigned in tears. Baldwin and the rest,
after first ratifying the Laval-Hoare proposals and
then repudiating them, had stayed on. Attlee was
discharging his duty of attack. In theory it should
have been almost childishly easy. Never had a
Government seemed more vulnerable or a policy less
excusable. How did he use the opportunity? Did he
keep the whole controversy exclusively on the elevated
planes of national honour and international right?
He did not. "There is the question," he said, "of the
honour of the Prime Minister." Later on Austen
Chamberlain, as the elder statesman who volunteered
to captain the lifeboat, turned this isolated remark into
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